Morals

it from undissolved wrecked unions than if the worst of
them are allowed to be dissolved. In allowing such
dissolutions, however, the crowd is not to be regarded as
in the smallest degree considering the interests and happi-
ness of the individuals concerned, but only its own in-
terests. One proof of this will suffice. If the interest of
individuals were contemplated, a very important con-
sideration would be whether there were any children of
the marriage in question, and childless marriages would
be treated differently from fertile marriages. Both, how-
ever, are treated by the law of divorce exactly alike.

Divorce, however, is only an extreme case, where the
relations between individual men and women come out
into the open and are handled by courts of law. The
crowd acts far more intimately in these matters upon in-
dividuals and imposes or attempts to impose its will upon
them in a much more subtle and usually effectual manner,
by aid namely of public opinion and of conscience. Take
again a concrete instance and observe how the individual
is controlled. There exists in most women the instinct
of motherhood, one of the most powerful instincts in
humanity. Unless the individual woman can satisfy this
instinct under the aegis of matrimony, a weight of hostile
public opinion is brought against her which few are strong
enough to resist. So furious and insane is this opprobrium
that it usually also blasts more or less completely the
young life that springs from an unrecognised union.
More wonderful than all is it that in this matter the
effective force employed is the public opinion of the great
body of women, which seldom declares itself as a separate
power except in this relation. The reason is obvious
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